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which no one who regards the interests of the nation
could wish to see destroyed. The plea for disesta-
blishment is the renovation and not the destruction
of the Church. The answer is, that disestablishment
in the circumstances would be something like destruc-
tion. On the other hand it is admitted that there are
crying evils in the Church, and these are so bound np
with the existing establishment that the removal of
them is hopeless while the present connection between
Church and State continues. The grievance of which
the Nonconformist complains, that a State Church
is the cause of his social inferiority, I regard as
imaginary. But even if it were real, so long as a
State Church is a public good, his objection would
justly be set aside. It is a subject which concerns
Churchmen far more than Nonconformists, and ought
to be fairly discussed, irrespective of external agita-
tion.

The best defences of the State Church are those
which have been put forth by the Primate and the
Dean of Westminster. Aoid yet no two men in Eng-
land are more insensible to the necessity of the only
reformation which could both secure the greater
efficiency of the Church and save it from disestablish-
ment. So long as Church patronage can be bought
and sold, or so long as it is vested in individuals, to be
used at their discretion to provide for their relatives
and friends, so long there will be an evil demanding
immediate reformation. The Archbishop of Canter-:
bury seems so much afraid of the people having any
voice in the election of their clergyman, that the Tmes
lately described him as even hastening from a visitation